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3 fqqqfqkrq (qte qqR) ftProq, 2001 (2001 qq e) 2 q> 

Mwiq, PHfeiRsn ftfaqq 3fcfiwrf*tcT %qr «nqqT, 3wfg:~ 


*2B>. 1 gritcf. 2007 qst araqT «ti«p MSMiq qt^ qqiq — (1) aftiqwfMq 
3 I^qq>, -Jlflci, 2007 ^ TO»T f^T q>T 3 f 8 TqT xR# qitftl^, qqq dl^KS q>f OTT 3 T qqti£ 


t RWRf filxi artfaq >iicT q>f 4>« qrcsiT ^ fkq akR'Hq)v»H ^ g^)<t> kji§5 ^ 
faq aftK<riijiwH qqim 3 aroft qfq qkqn 


CO SRfo> 3RRRPfrv3H 3T^W 3ist-qrkq> 3TTSTR qq qkqiq qgfqq (q^tfq if) 
3TOR qq \3q-ftPiiJH (l) q> 3I«fR qfq qkqT | 


W) oinxxi^vji'i qqraT 3dkr 2007 q> q*iq ftq q>r araqT qqi^ qqqrg, ?q 

q>t -aigxjxfl n if RPlRoc tfr£ gqkf ^ argqsq qf£ qqR qqrkq qkqr xwr 
qq-foftqq (l) 3lfr ( 2 ) ^ ajtftq wrefeflwM 3R frqq > srt qkFg- qff araqr 

qqqrg qfif qq ^ fkq, qenfkiftr, qfq ffeMt awqi f|giq> qqgg qkqT 1 


(4) qq Hl*id q, v3J?f '3rcixxiq|\>i'i qqmr akWUfMH ap^qq> gRT q q i affit t ElcI 
qifRj q>r awqr srafSr q> ffqq cwr qq-ftfaqq (1) alk (2) ^ suftq qqq> gRT 
q^ qf qfq ^ aigqsq qqff qfqf qff anqfcq aik qgiq qff qjqqi t, qf aqqfeq foq 
aik qqiq foq qq qkf ^ faq qqR ijqft qfq ft>q qq qfqf qff ^ qraqr ^ 
arraR qq anqsfoiq f%q qnqif (faqif anqfeq alk qqiq gRiq qq tfrf qsq qqer ft 
qfqqqqkrq qqrai irt «xiq>l qfq ^ argqix anqfeq 3lk qqrq q qjqq qq frq fiff 
ffqnq fkqr qnqqT) q«q ?q qqqq anqfeq alk qqjq qRTq qq qkf ^ fkq 
qqkr qsf ?q qq>R qfq ftjq qq qfqf ^ ansnq qq qfkqq qeif qqf (qerfq if) $ 
ansnq qq armfcRT f^RiT qnqqT q«q ^frsf ^ fkq w? ?q ftPRrtf qff atgg^f n 
q#qf ^ ai^ffq ftPif<foc qqkf ^ argq^q anq>fkq %q qnq»t 1 


qiqcf A, >3fff aftK'H’ql'fl'i 3 )^ti 4 > qq-ftftqq (i) ajk (2) ^ ajsffq 
SRr aft qf qfq ^ 3ig^q qqff qfqf qff qff ^rr f, anqfeq qeq qqrq q>qiq qq 
qfqf ^ ffcq qtf qqR qqi^ grqr ?q qqqq qRqftq> q?q fkq qq qfqf q>f <pef 




[Minin—an** 4] 


: 4WWIW- 


i> 3ITOR <R <W<f>fo?tT fe*lT vj^FTT, WT f ^ 1WF ^ 

wj tfitf *r id tot# * amm # ft* *N * 3rww"T *g ^rewsfoior wi 

ftzjr vsifpit wit tfotf ft fcf^ vm n Wrvti ftt agq^l n * id *Wf ft ^ 

f^Pipf g wi# ft agwr ^ 3 t|Mftft*l*r (i) ft* (2) ft 3t # 51 S^f ft* 1 * 
<jrerf?WT TTt^f ft mm m aw>ft m ft* a** * ft* **ft sw *•* ft* ** M 
ft snarc *ri 

■(ij-31*5I, 2007 ft TW*T WT ft V* '**'11 artten ft* WT 3l* TKW ft** ** 

g*}3> ft£ ft ft* ft£ TTTR fl ftPW*# ftf I i ftPYPf*fc ft€ ft*# if 

aifSN \3W 51#* * ^ TWlfoT ft* ft** WIT aKK'tWtoM w TWfWT. ft* 
7^1 3IT*^5T ft* ** 3*5 TTft*f ft5* ft? ** ft# * ft*. aUfftnftf, ft 1 ? ft^> 
3wwr ftraw TRgjrr ft** i 

(7) a*a. 2007 ftwr fat* it ftfra* awtwr ft* ft? wit wpt wwp* 

wto id ft ft* id -vm ft ftftft* # agrjft n * ftftflHe ft* ft*# * 
ai^n v 3 ^t ftr a*rar ^ftft a* TPnftfi ft* ft** wit «fcmtoV>H triw 
TRfHR m#H< P frr wftai * gs# sm ■■*mm ftft? ft? *# ft# * ft*; 
wnftafa, ft^ ft*# a«ft ftftft Trap? ftS* i 




(greraR arcmRmjpT [V\c siwj iqn^n, < 

iftrer ag^j# n srcTWTfftr ftt ft*#, a«ift;- 


, 2001 
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*3T^t II 

{ftPlim 23> ^f} 

tPTTC 

1--- r---- 


’ire 9*TN 

(i) g>T crrtte 

1 3f9cT, 2007 

(2) SJTrT 

“ otr (iztt ft f^r 

•?!.■ Sfttp 3TT^r, 1999 eft SR^ft 

vi ^ ftjqr T^jj f) 

. 

(3) wn m ?nmer 

35^ TO 


"’itt* H*JTC (^0 3) 
qfci«tf 

.fii_ -~T —«-=-—-- 

1 16 tjt^T 

- C-=---- 

__ ’FT* 39,000 


6,24,00+^-16)* 22,500 

3 3 ^ 64 TO^ 

-5“-z- 

9,84,00+(lpr--32)* 14,500 


14,48,000+(ipT—64)* 11,500 

129 256 qfciK'H 

21,84,000+(ipT—128)* 10,500 

'rzy A ™ " H ’ !sq ' * 3? ^ ’iramflr ^ 3TcTfhr *(M* <ft 

35T fFTcT q»iai ? T 

* 


IfaSm IH/JV/142/2006/3TCT1. ] 


1. m* ftf+m *. 311-6/2001-^ (*) tSfc 

6) £RT ^ikkl feT T[tr ?^| 


28 %TUR, 


2001 (2001 


■fennift 2. ^K5HicH<* ^ 4t «h|<U|)’ epr f | 












1. ^ &sr # tffawrf # srft % wcNt ^ ate ^ R<pw ^ 

fcR Adwifad tj* 3rf^ 3fm^^d i *re w ti *$iwiore> ^mr ^i 

if, aid^’^vH WFRT T^> % vJM‘^4dr # 3RT ^cq<P ^ v4V«il<ftfl 

£ WTftcT ^ 3 OTcTT faefcft t I ^ ^cf^f <fc *>miq|vjn 

WNdT ^ fcP? ^ TT^j 3||cJ^<f> ^FT t | 

, ■ y'S: ,' • ' ’ 

2. 28 ^ 1999 ^ ^Wi^W 3fcwMi»H (OTTC XWT 

ftftlR, 1999 aiRHPcI ftR, fWf qt€ TWRf *#<T ^'fTOR %TOff fcg 
atfl^’ri^t vS H w*rr?f sfR wsrear «i#«^ ^ feitj ^rar Htrctrcff $ ^ sttwt 
KP i Rte <#r -it# aft i akuwlow (tmrc mt ftfom, 

1999 ^fr illyfit *ft€ afRrtitrffoi xmref ^F fafnR'c ^Rtff f?l Yr ^ 

IPTR 8 fltfUJH ($-l) 2ft 5^ ^ f?R 7IT% 3||yiRd TWTXff # 3TOR 1R 

Pppift ^ 4, # a 3-i ^r hRh §q afht 256 i -1 ?ra> ir f 

■«r 

3 . ^remre 3icwwiVoH (qte vim) faPi*m 2001 h xrre*r ^ tjjjf 

if U^^ R > 7Tf jnfiRR°T aft HI? STOTRiT ft ^ ft 1% a|t? W’liH# vatfln ft 

mlEnw R bm ftPiRfvi afa?ff m ftiftf aft 3)1^' aRft f?R ^ 1 1 

jR’tR-Rri ST7T 215 iff 3T«1l^»f fllRIT W ft? ^MfW aftiTOftf'jftT (5RR TWI 

2RR2T WftaTft) f^p f -tm . 1999 if faPlfft'C W1TRY ft ?2T ft l^ffilfif t 

5 s ! H’Hlft % 3ftf?ftxfRR 31*^*165 aft ftlftt ^ ftR qi'Hlft'P itft ft 3rf6ra> irfiT 
•mft ft fax? uloHifefl f^xrr #1 ara ?^f 2ff ^tt xff€ rnt t 

a-nj^UW^ fer v3Tpr 3ff7 ftOTFT f*W*rf^ ftR ^ 3TOTOW t, 

Biftj arlSnp «ft€f ^ trrarnir h ^r ^ 3nSfv Pf^mH 11 tr 1 ww 

mP i yyu r % TjftS '# XWROT <f«ffiRI #flWT xpT PRfu fcRT I 
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4. Uifeq^i t, vjejVi ^ War ggf ^ gti qagqf qq 28 feqpgq, 2001 g>t 

'fiailftjTT |c|Pii|*t 3)<ffi41vr|1 (tjtcf gagq) ftfagg, 2001 (fvRt 

^ 3 fcgT ggT t) arfaqjfag %q i ggg ftftgg 3pg 

^ ^ WaT-^W afdxviqlviiq 3p4gg> gRT 3RRqfgtuR ggRTT gt qftg qff qagq 

gRgT tl ^fT f^ftgg 3, gtf ggltf ^ fog? q^gf g>t qRSgr tfr^r 

g3TgR gfg ftagT gag | 

5. vdcfa ftftgg if gt€ JWRf gt ftPrl^e gRt i; feiq, qT %q>qu| ^ 3icR^aT>vR 
Trgmr iri glgf gg mggig gRt at ferq gcgsm: 3jM*g arfirgfSfrr arajgr arf^ R^i 
cIFRT gq tt ftgR ftgT | gegSPT: arM^r arf^mfSfcT RTgg (ttqantqft) gst g gfqeT 

eRn«l' ^ feiq fergr ggT arfog qpft apg qfgg argggf vtt qftqftqqr 7 faggf^fg 

ulflfi'il gan q^tftfg 4l£cm anft ferq aft feigT ggr 1 ^qft qnft qrgglfcid 
cipmt g?t qigggT ftfipg q^ R^gff if ggfegg <£ qsq if eft g^ f, ft qqqpqj qggft 
^ <hi4 efr gR if git g^ t, gft gt£ ^ 311 chi 4 ^ qnar ggtfcft qgftf f I fteqq, if 
fafor !J u lilel4f ^ fen? Wqieicpl' gRT ajnjftf foq gq Rpyg qpjftf gq^f g> gfjgR 
ftfaag f4R4at4'f ^ ferq efTgcT gg 3)|cheH fajgT ggT t 1 gg RTggf if, 

^ U ’ SI ' (U| ^ 'HWq’ii etMial gg u(?|p||b|cq gRt gleg 10 gfrRRT gft gq 'ft qq Rogg 
aft Wl' 9 i ggr ti qiRcp aggeff sig (qanqt) Pl«hM4 ft ferq, ?qr qqqq an<hleici 
gq 22 gfrRm ^t gq etp; gft q# 11 twr, qft g#?> %qqj <^t 
^ at, gt ?qi ug5R qfgfaRT qanqt ^ qgRng gngr ggr «ir i 

6. tgggf SRITergjf gTqr T 3 giq qq ^qT gq$ qq ftqjR f^qq Tpq fig qgl 
araqqgflgR 'gt€' i> qigsng affq g5?Rgqnft tf^g> ggif ^ ggqg ^gggf if tPKg> g> 
^gRo ggr? ^ feq apq gf^ if geq qn®r tt a i liq^Wg f^fgjt if aft swrr if 
gft gmft ar^ftra - «ft i 3 rt: g? fWg feigT ggT «tt ft> tgggf qfqnggf gt argqgtf $ 

IS^tgRg gft eUgg g?t g^ft gffeT ggg if gllfteT tgggf STgggt gt ipffg gagqf ^ 


[gpuii—*ro43 


7 


vsntf i prt W&r Rftgifl *r? t % ^pft ciiWf ^ q^cfi ^>t vsfRfr $ tWl 

# cmm 3f*ra*r # i 

> 

7. * $W3 T? aiHV-HUlviH TPTR) ftfat*T, 2001 (2001 OT 6)' *t 35 ^333 t fa 
HlSNW 1 ? fatft # ?PT3 fa# JPHfat 3ST 31?t «ee)'ia 3># 3? 33T 'H3 »ii 41 3ft? 
xrafar 333# ##£ n*t# # >*f#wr3f? writ t alt? ^f '33 kw u i 35? ?fanT $ i 
5?!^ 3|etl6l, 3ifl*Wi3'l'»H <9i«3|^q>( 3>f q»im>I ’<1*1^ % Ciftd j(*i<ii<<I *11*1 ^ fa ‘Hi*'!* 1 
ftjjxf/ >{W^ t etPRt ^ 3FJ353 fa<? ?5TT% ^ fa? ^ 33# # yifleil fa? v5J# 3?t 

srmmm t i 

s. 3 ro faf mrtt v* yt: fan? 35# cwr 133# y#sr 3 t fa? jnfa 5 ?°r% an# 

# ?t3T tre w n a if ?t aw3 ?f 3fa 3 nt€ t?3H 3f# # fa? fefasct jfa atfcrtfan 

(4)fli?i?3 ? r) /ts* ti> fatfi? # fa? 333# ^ etn? «n% 3fa fa*Ft 3t333t 
$ oimcT #*# fa?# # #*t # i w ?rar? fam faffas (^tw 1 ? 5 ^). # fa 
2647 3f3 !RR (ft# 0?'H-£l# 1 ?), 322 ?*II# 3? ^3ct-II £3f 3ffa*lffeS> tuiW 
(tffa?4?l) 3ft? 21 ?3T# 3? ct’TcI—I jf3f 3ncl*lf£q> ^twelWl (€fa?33T) *f >^<?l ^3335 
?fa# 3t5ir gnrsrtt tret < 33> t 3ft? vjfr ## 33 gsi w # t, ?#ct ajfafi?r 
%it m<w b # % fat*? #T3af 3133 # ctptct # fa? 0 ? v^rew 35313 i 53 fa#t# 
if ftfofae M trat# 3ft ftffa # fa? 5i?r #3?f?33*r. xp?fa?3t?cT, #a?ti?ant 
aft? 3^?«4 Hmi 4 # ?n«T w^t |%3T w ?rar m4|vji>ii4 13T * 11*1 ^ “?? «i«p 

?n«r atfafar sfap ^f ^ 3?! 1 

9. 5?t stfii^^Tr 5i?T 33T? 7 n? tfri p^i?t 3?t ^ <3^33 ^3T u^rafa 3ft 

«333t 3»t cTFRT 3ft? 3faim Hf^t 3>T miimt) fa^T Slfap?'? 3ft H*$c1 
3f?*t ^ fa? 35ff 33T | 3fm?ffa!T3 3t%3^t 3fl? 3fc1??ffajFt U4W13ft fft?t ^33t®t 

3 f?iq 31 ? trafa art 3 R?ff * amrr? 3?. rnfaf^ ?t tfrS 5Pn?f ^ 3t3nm 3> fa? 
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3rra>cFT W cpfcm WToTf 3 3idWl)vjH sfft STcR^Tfanr TOcTT itct 

^TcW ^RT? 71^ 3TT^f 3 SfcRToT 3fR *TFT cT3> % f^FHlfcUJi ft | OT ®4RU | 

^ ^ f^cTN ^ fen? ^ecic^ aft? v 3H4>) ermrcff c^t ^frt 

H^Iki '£IT<telft cfr ^tRT gftrRRTcT WSf 3?t t j SRTRf ^ MRchcH ^ feR, 
f 2001 ^ \3W ftPWH f *RRT g fefrR l eft 3 FRTmT f, vft 

JnftcJRR, $TRT ITeT ft ^ t^f^RTHf 3ft? £R*T) 3TT^ff f 3RRTtf Tjf ^Mld-f^f^T 
Wrt ^ 3T^q 11 

10. ft£ snrref 3 > ^f^enr fcr? ^rg^r atwrf g>t ^jcft ^r <giKffi i cq<ft wrt 

3 dlfci^i-l f ft t I cfrfeichl—1 f f£cj<*> 3TcRTcff 3TT^T^cTr 

WHMd: 3fr?M ?W^v5ff c£ f^TR ^ fcf? ^^ft t, fcHcfr l S qfld ar&^RRT: 

^TWft a^icicpf jfRT 3R*T ^cfT qqicll ^t 3RRfffcRT TT^R 3Rf ^ fet? f^jTTT uTRTF 

tl 16 #-f, 32 f-1, 64 f-1, 128 f-1 3fR 256 f-1 cT3> c£ f^RTR <# foR 

ga^ oTFRT qR<nfW TTf t 3fR, cT^gHR, IpT fcrffzfff f jctfSn f c | P l (^ 

^T? f J 

11. TTtf PRRf ^ 3f|cpol , l ^ feR clc?HH gd^tSTT f, g^TfRT ~tf\ ^RcT ^^fcT 

’ (^ c-ll^d ^ 3fmR ^R yfaci4 10 MfclSId ^ ^ gc^TFRT SRRT 3Rf ^> 

H^m Rl^lRia gft (^cr ®crre>) *r mR|c |4 14 yfcRKT ^t ^ ^ sftRtRtgpf 
wfcm^efl Cjsft 3R-g<f ^ 3fftTcT cdMlrf) tR f^TR f^RTT W t j cTcRpTR, 

^Jcft ^ 10 yfcRTcf it \^mR cqq uteT 7 RTT 11 MlR|ch^u| ^ ^ PT»TRf ^t 

g^tarr ^ fen? cnf^> sncrcff c^ (?3 tr^) t^fct ^fnT ^rfi f^n 11 

12. yif^tcFRR ^ Wnf^rff 3 ft? fcRtW^ 3id^d)vjH TT^RTT ^t ft^RRcT, ^ 

yro vjfTdcpTft tr ^iq^i-il^c}cr> S2TH ^ ^ M^dld feR^cT 5 IIMH ^ ^TRT 

ftf WRf $> erR ^ TRrTTfcfcT 'd^lltHchl'5) RlRl^d cfjy H>rfkl ufrft f^RTT | WJTfofi ^ 


VFTHI—‘Sn'*43 


aigi 


13. ^ 




.5 Din/ 


#Tf 


\3TWt, 2007 M T5TP WM' $ 

<B^r *r *?r m Wn ^jt aik i^r treg^R 


qt af k pa m 

\00S ,RtfT6 t 




ftw w frfflfW & rocs MFistft fo Wtffl 9^ :S Wf 

*P^tlW Tpy^ htsffWW 


M w3& 


32kTCoT|< i q-i. 










3K 41 1: , ^ cfnt bH crr^sr 

w/Wf7 irtvmftfan ?w& atfapim rf i wfar mt <fw vrt / 
is. ^ whk'T oin; aft cTTfter art ft apR-M^a ar^aft/xrxjisnrtftf 
aft vJTRT aft w ^ffrTR (xM TOR) fftfftna 2007 aft 

ft vnftftfife ^snrrtf aft ft ^Rw rnrti if 1 ari^, 2007 aft w 

tfrft arrt for aft afrt xr# xmici ft* tfaft $ rp; #ar w $ # 3?eifa : - 

M rnmm aik aaafcraa aft <jfe ft ^ ^ 

3 TTETR 1 R fl*J Rift t, fftcxftn aft ^ SI^IR #t f>% ajT%xj | 

W 9 *ft* amrar, aftmfcfluM apftaar $ fox? a? 3 rftfSm t fft> as bs are 

* 3 TWR tR $foa> ireftm TR arrgrf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
^ q> 9>T ^Ifta Ra % a)ia><>H m rt| 3JcT: X3Raft #1 a>T ftRRRR 

^ f^f aRRftafaa apftaa> # xiata ^mn % ^ 

ana¥«a>di ti 

W ^ aaR arffta? 3 tor xr %xj xmcT t 3 fr? #jtfacr xft^ 

JRR Rw*in 4>i<Wlei ftfsf xr oTT*^ ^fft f | 

aro mtoRR aft as TO t ffr !ftft aft art# swift ariSpjaaT aft art# 

9ft TOPI 1 atftcr, 2007 S# a#ft | 

fft^r 2: a? faPmiV art ftsraia 2001 a* ft ftnHT aa wpt rtar aTfftx? tit 
^ SfSlttH *l>x*ii 91H9: 

W 3 r$ft> wym gfw ffr lita/Ra PjRvi 2001 $ fc&HM fafifvH ft 1 miknr 
^7# aft wvrm Qmm ftPm 2001 wt art/ mlfreftd m fam 

* x ^ ^ ^ 9/7 H5c) & Tffeftsnf ill'll &? Ut/M&) 177 spjff tj^7jti 



[qmni— 


: 4KWWI, 


n 


16. aitwwf l on ars^f ^ wift to if pflln sftnrft *ri*r # ftr 
ara^rtf Of cjnicif 3 frect -fi»w * ^pft 3n$ t afhi fa 

WIT $ feUJ cim-fterf^T fa JRgfcT ^T HlfaWT SRT 3T^P 3RI fi|fafJF#/airtftf 
$ jpfm fa di j ki-fteiWvT> ^i^fcT a ajgsro fan? vsn^ ^fl arovrofir #i urijta'Pi 

^ l^r *rpff ^T ^flc f^EiT aft^r wn ftMjjsr *tf*r $NnN awwwilvH flifif 

TWR) ftfaiPT, 2001 ^Kto-t ^T 6) <f WSfa ^TT foUT OIT TRSW t | 

y$Wt 3: TT*TKl' VT mR*cM: 

fa) mfamn i. fa<g oflw a cnpf if wn a 4 l gjft wf <iRw if 200s if wtd 
inft fa? oni fa apprfo if t t wifa win fit uww iff wnm if fan 
it ntft &nf ft 3 rh wt€ wwiif if so nfam &dt(f) a fa? wwfwt fafan 
t / 

fa) ihin^wwnt wwrf Of wfaw fa fa? wfafwnft fan nfawr w mw wn 
wsfa if nwf whir 3 ft? i wr vi gw fafawmfa if a fafUfa gft mfa? / 
frjcnwn nwww a fawn ww wnt w fann fan wnz fa 
faznzwzn/zwfafwwzn sm faftRwn fa€ mwww fa gwn ti fa—1 
a fam fa# a fa? Ofar wwnwn nrnfa w fawn mgm ngfafai 
fan wwrt nfa nwm nfar <7 ifamwt fan w wifa?t 
(tymfaww sm fate mpr tftfa fa fak wmn nmfa fafin?mfaqfat 

fawsfatfatnfafa / 

• ' i 

fa)tmw g?n fan 31200 /- fa fafam wit fan mfa? Ok wrm fart a fa? 

\ 

wwjnnf) mw)»M siffin fa / 

(w)wnwffam a far if. w wmw fan worn t fa ajf fan if fafamfa 
m fafw tt a fa? &fa m fa? w fafa wfam fa famfa i 
srwfar fan fa? fafa wwiem fnfa ww nv wot faw vfafawt i 
?far - 
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jPAjgin—^c.4j 


srfjp^ * srrar? ^ fi mf^r > -m§ ft 

ar’ftw/srsraT gm fttng fcft M arte^f ft ; fr& aftr?Tc? aft? f^f4mt 
sffom ft ijwrtfor/fora^-ftaffe # '<gs tmiM ^ 
ism^gf aft? cmrnf gft -M wto grM ft aftfa^f 

^^13* §pr ^ cTif$m_i’if <ft€ pgift ft ftggrcft ftf^? $?n? 

fcig gr? ftegft sragftr <jjt form f^n ggr 1 1 g? ftt ftte fogr w % 
araggf ft oTFra ?foft foj?g g?g?r ^?ft ?igg gpi g i ftft ft gft •fojfoj* 


f % i I'tifwJ' nileiw-^i ft ?i 41 oi«s ^cq<p afoift % ?ngft ftiftcT gft ^)»a 


■“'’l l r 


goftfe ■. - ; . \,**V ■> V v-\«v -w •'.-•■•.>, \h'w '*> 

18 . gft*ng ggftsn ft, mfSr^ui ft ftgr ugicnaft aft? 

aW^iVTi^ i y q i n,^)* £r?r ft?rggft fttgft amftf ftt c?m?r ftr fenrr t aft? 

ft cm# v! fftgf?g gft girfft ftt tnlftftm sm i; fSrfftftr foWft/£fa> 
■S^^i'f'Jft ami# g3 xv fomR ggraft ft apjftft gforr ggr ft aft? W gjrtraR 
qfo&lfttwi'T 1 ftft£ nfti?) 5 ftf5|ftH, 2001 (2001 ftf'6) ft ?Tfttgft gr?r tfti jpflft gft 

WfrWfft«Str 1^- ' x u '-- -- ^ w** - 




yS& Yt*\\ 




ft 3 ra?ftgtog ftftrftT gm ft^f tiwift mgsr 
wr % 15# aftftqRtci gT aifciRq'n «i<m g? ift foil? fogr ft i g^ggcT: snft’g 
3»f^%ft<T ^iftiffeiwt arf% m apg 

?ftRT aragftr ftft fttftftj?r 7 fftggfePr <)HWi, g|ft?ift, Rqfriq ftt^cHi anfft ft fftg 
Wft?* mg# ftr fftfog fti ?ftft ft BgRcgg ft ?^ 
ggr tr w?ngpft #ift # * w ft‘%#'ftf ^ 





\* 7 




w/7«p W-W 


gW£ art rft wiF fapftm $ (45$) t 


\Tj%Sv TF«o TP# 
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* fa? H||EW>x»i 5RT 5Rfr«T aft a# xngfr aft ezjR ft yagft gxj, mroiM aR a? act 
ft$f t ft? 6ftRftftviH Jrcrar 16 SfftRg aft a* ft TlfftxpR gpR ( 

22. ^xtiqlvitl 3P^W gRT ftfta xjtf IRfR Xja> ^ if gj^ tM <ft 
^frenr ft anaR xr aftf^r fox? aa ti ftya x^rt yfta i ft ie xfaftaa ft yjftr ftm 
t <wt ftyg ftffta yftg 12 e ft 256 xft#ja xr aram ftca ti ^yrft 3 trrt, aft 
arcranfftR u«mi brt aer wagr ft ax? Raft gft wiftcr fftar angT t. at a? 

3TRrr aft uTRft t fft XgR STOTT ft if Raaa 50 SfrRRT xj^ ga aata RdWltwH 

TRrar srt fsr-ftsaft foraft ftg arcft yga aft fteaft ftftxsgm ft foixj fftar xsnxpir 
xwr fta ftaf ga aaTa f57-ftcaa{ foraft ftg RcRftftfraT arftaaft ft ftgf ga 
wrwpi aryft ft fetxj fftar «mpni ga>fa?ftt aify> yftR xrssf stott ft Raft ft ftftg^ 
aft ftt ftlft ft gfnpfti am: aiffta>Ri ga gfeafta t 1 ft fftfta yftft ft fax? xft£ 
Tmr^f is 3 na>eRf ftg ajlftg&w ftftayr gfftRraa t, ftarfft fa flpmfl ft* srgg^r 
lift ftPiRxe fftar aar 1 1 

Ift * 1 * ^lyxiyiyoi aft ftagaR ftaiaiY ft fora afcf garft aft aaluafttad i: 

ilof—FT iteltontf ft fcT? ftft »Wv 100 nfr)*ia £ 3Rf: tjpr &t eziM ft w 

wi g? fter-aa- tf&fon? ft fa? xjtf vwii # 256 $-i aft skm aa ft mfcr 
ftmvim wfo?! 

23. OTfftaRR ar aa as t ftr xja>-yiaia anaR xr g^Rf aft sra Mai 
^ 1 ** xreir xfr€ sartf ft anftoR aft 3 trtpt aar M i awf aar 256 
#-i aft 3 ffro ay xr stort an ftaa t, aRRftaftaia apfta^ xja^ qRaid aftaxir $ 
3 TOR xr afa aft <aRm yaxr ft yasft ft aiaaa ft yrfta ff rpt ^gr yraft f aftffft 
fa fftfftaft aft arggft n ft xft€ jmrft ft fax? 129 ft 256 ftaftya an afta gx?R®r 
tl 





*ppiT 6: fttPTPT *& tcPf <**<W1 *St WT twfc «reiT«i: 

(WJrfte if if arf&ir wrf iw iff ftaftarrf iff wnrw aftmrftwi snmarf 
gm i^jw wo eft of £ arw wwit tero %wm writ terf wr wtf 
wisfm iff tr 

(ir)zrf it owf it atmwif $ argwro 7 if girt otef iff wiw Wet ft 

4#ei 1f7 eft if £ (W $W h 4>N HI it Wt fit w)dl £ feiy 3fFt 4>)f 

gi/HM wrg iff ftir wffy, srt write ieffor acwiet §1 stsf w wg 
ftir vrffrn 

(i)ft£jmrif 4 gimi^feifwi£e ieffor ftir wrlffi 


24. UlftoW * faejHM tftsf ^ fell} cTFRT ** ^ * M u l*lllM ^ 

*r *t fanrc fa*r t aft* ^rorr *rt t % 3T*yyfcfl*T* swraiaff ** 
afrw^v R a* an* to* * feft? armaar ftemra a* 

to-wi ay aaai* aft an*w*nu tfRft t, m. *ar wars* sm tot aar as 
STOTT* atf*H nft^aa * Wf* tfTOi a*f # fteiHH aft RFRT 7 **T * 
*t?R ^ STO *^T aft «* a# t S*TT *£ SPTI* * fePJ *#3T * ^TW 3TT* 
aft$ «ft gaara cipi, a$f Anar anar aifla i 

IJ^ST 7 : P>«H T a itff *ft 3ITTO *f PldMI: 

1, 3 tfa, 2007 iff fterfff it argwro Wlf WO Of wft f-1 wt wg^ft II it 
ngw r o after, 2007 $ wit fti it itw<j fi suit it feto tete lit it anweti £g 
arrow ff fffwrffir writ wffgi 

25 . %Wi*IV 3ftlTOJ**R ffli SWR) fftffta* 2001 aft ang^t-I * vjlewRsci ’jjf 
a*a tjar a«a aft ana * to* 5 a fftan fftra ** * fa 3 rtto 5 **tt h<mi ** *r* * 

** 3W*f TJTO#3ff *5T frRTR/^R* *>TO ff*TTI ** R'wll't W 
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anwkMuff f p ,wfr ^ 

SKI ^R^T—M-kja ¥t nf WT ^ 3F|?tR v3 

ftmr ftni i am: gr R re> w an fagrc ,& fs> 

^'•'•V ,•••!;.; ; A E. : V”. '.VF, F\ ••?> U> : > 

ftarnn ftff af aim *f f*rani afti<m'4)v»H naiciT fh 
nff ftmi . t , ;.. , w . , 



, 3Tcjt^ 


^ntr 

^TTCn^f 




T?t?e iy\w.- 
** • r * - -' 


3PU* : . $? pflsi: , ; ,/ ^ - fe , ; ., v ,,. ,,,,',,., 

rft mm A firft <&M # few* A M & yfjfmdm 
vmK it€ mtifrft fimfim m8m/ ,, vtS T ^..^, ■ 


W f :v »^5r ^ ^ 35*1% p *trc ntif iwrIe a>t f?rqPm. ^ftarr an^iasT f, 

W few ann t ft, tfo$ rortf artfcr Tgzim ate# ^sffer 

f^ir.vTOJi t cwt ^t?ik amwjfmm (atf 

^ 1 rvn^ ffJ ,ft> JPpa^t TO-W n? SjtjR 

^^qftaf^a^jfrafcnu ,„. . ^. , r ,.,..„; ,. .,, , . 

cf> m> \ -::'■ ■:-' t^ty nt*I5{>I tpi '■ S : ' U'lli Ks'bF ■< >iV&'/>',! F1F?S> PIBfW 

•Vfff. is'-« . ': ! :-.v fFeb- ?i#T :i> iyiBC eF tbo S i™ IB iff EF" -Ffi ?> : F 

9 : mR'huhi itto ^ araerm A atef arm an ai tfrigH : ^ 

<?tef tft mm (wft jvwrf wfar) # ysjw ^rm ftftmffci mA 
& 1 * vftmrm rniif A vfafacj, ftm mw wrfev/ .,,. (1 


27. if&Wim WmjTte 5TOf ^ ^>TcH $ 

\j£> •i’V.r > .• ^ f '■' ■*' *•••■' .- '•■■> '■■ ^r* ■'.■“•■>. :'V' - •■• : \ 

mR'hiih’i imr^f tr ft ^it, # am^uiH jmmi sraim st 

\ '/';' ; ,t' ; •" lfi V • F « ''VI A! \ >. 

t. am ^mT «<;iciiait afk wf)<Miarf, -^Nf ft ^ fcrj tRtp ^rtrt uiftcT 

S ^ ■*** #ra^ 5 T,?nu?t | s 

^St w ti jn irifEr 29 arag^, 2003 am^rt«m jn ri? 


(anfpt) # mfSram ^ feuiufl a?t ft*t ^ra?t an ^ft t 


7 P TW-PFB 











[ MTTlIi—^P ^.43 

ic '{|5jk f 1* 


v^r*?, v *•&••• v,v^ ,w - y " * *‘ '■* ‘' * 

xj \i £ ^ ■ ^RT a^rattcT ^ t ^Prf^ W W ' 

u fUT^jv^ «P ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

’ttert $ 3^ Mnff ^t ^ 3,RlRw 




-: ;VHv . fa ;o>> 

vfFW 




\> vr 


fOJ : aiteH^ 

• . ;V K^ 

^TT vM ftj *^ra K aid*HqW (5WR 3fk **" * * ftl 

t 4^ ^ M .xi 5 sl ‘* i 4 a $ ^ 

^ mmm *$m **- **•* ^ 

era** m*$ mzmS wr^^w ; ,3^,# * 

fcP? 3f^:^t«fiW», ** 

* ^T5| ^ # 1 ^ ^ ***** 

tIS JRfife?i8WMI? ^ fW# ^Tvg^^eqi^ ^R? , @ e jWf f 

if atRR^KH; t'?nft» a#g5, 1 #^ '^: 

gdloHIg H ^r?S W?| 3 ra : Slfe'WW ^ 2001 : 3 ^ 

(rU W), Wm> 2001 (2001 m 6 ).vro.MP*ii &*** 51 ^ 

fa ?R^ 3ffearfe ^l *'* 


33S<o*\<b^ - 3 
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WiTH: M 3RT SIR * ^ ^ ifcf jpntf 

ten? w mt? ^ 077 * 3 : *Hf # vm # rffrm $ far 

^ ^ w mw vtf $ m? ?mw mf mr vwh- 

& zrwn w rtf rtf ?%df DjTft #'/ 

(rtrtf m i mrtr rtjf & 3mrt!fufw mf gm f^n ^ 

mrnvfcn w&famf mrtfrff sm mmn $ m rtf rt 4?-mm 
ftmcr & sm? w mf m?w mm wm wrt?? 
rt)rtrwpm/rprthrm <# srtm 4 m ^_ f ^ ^mftm 
*rt m ermmr mf * fa? faff 3F*m m^fw # mrt rtf 
rtisff $ foy Vt-WY ftcfT fifrr utm wrtv/ 

$ 10 rt $ srSm wm $ <m •$ m ?& g^^f ^ 

wrtt sm wft fft zrnmtmt srrtm 4 

vw # Hm urr ?wt £/ 

(z)mfc smrt mem emrt w rt rt m® m> v m*wY mr 
?frtm ff m/ftrr ^ 7 ■ snrnm mr ^f^*m mr wmf i, &m> 

fo? rtmrwor rtmf ^ rtmf m *? gv m mrm 
*rt # ft? efmmfum ?rf¥ef/rt*f rt armmm m ^fgm? 
oprm ww rtf gfw/ 3m sfmmfmr w rt srmpff m> rt 

frtf srtfrn tjfef & far ^ ^ _ n ^ / , 

rt)mfrt> 3nm m tfrtm srrtrw & saw? m wr rtm? wf^m 4 
frttwmp t um wt rt ?* rtf wmwmt m srrtm gmrm 
m rtr t/ 3rrtm uw wfrtm uskw 4m 3 ff? fw mm w srfop 

rtm $ Vteff $ fa? Jjpj ^ ^ ^ ggp g 


urca gg Ti*m: awraKg 


19 


imm-****] 




m jwt m# Ifar fat ifa mif m <m mr& $7 & 

m if&rr # 9tef # fa? ff nfn i nmr £/ w sfafam u<m 

# far * fax* mr mr w?r nrn-^ft 4 &mfan ?fa faff/ 

(9)nfc jrm faff fawfat/in$ & fafaf mnfa *** far/an 4# 

j atfar w wrw nfaft far ^nfa ^ fa? 7777 fat? mf #. af 
mrfar mm w%ntf fan nrffat 


(tyrifr faf # m faff mm mr rmnfar mm ntf far nrfa?,/ 

29. 'jMj<W tfrfHW 3Wf?T OTR) 2007 ^ 


#ijr ?w rani ftPftro awfq ^rwr 3rr*NRft 0 ^ 2001 (2001 

CT 6) $ TOffeTC 9Rm t fa *W JWR ^799* 3TWT B>t *Rfaff RFFT *R ^T tiift*{ 

mr m jnfiRRR m fa*FT «*n»tt/tftw afarft * *3^ w-Ww 
TRjftr * wm *ftt wfari ** fat* **r f M. ?&i&s fam. m&fan. 


vSF^ft, ^fiOT, anWte, mfaw re , BffFT, afFTH aifc *rdftrar anfa bist aiq'wiJluW 
♦ ft? '<!»€ ott* wsn^t-^'-aRNPT ^sn* 1 


3^12: ftf*R Bfaptf fin? en\tt b*trT * * '"■« I ** W 

mmfa f f 4 fafa nfaf 4 stfam aff far mr nnrm far rnmrn fa? mr4 
4 far faf m<4 fafar fapn # /&7 afafafan anfam mr faff afamtm 

DSfflj fa ipRIIW fa? vfrt && ttfaf fa 397357 <P't 4 *T fa 3 ijtkt fatT ft w$f 4 
3tpf arbiter fan t fa jwn R (fa 4 mm) fatrffa farm 2007 wm wm ffarfat 
4 mr atfrmffa fam 2m fa mrnf 4 nfamw fa? mi nf wmt &mvifa 
mrif # & fa vKisw R~fi3'Hn #- 

mw^n nfa mfa? 100 &—i 4 f fa? &faw wmr 1 3 ffc 


- . . _JjjEGAZETTEOFINDIA^EXT RAQRDINARY _ {PartIII—Sec. 4] 

*rfm i: umr dm so £-1 msm n>mr £ 

*fPJefl 2 : 3 f£yy> 50 £-1 cfcfT £ VZrft TPft 100 £-1 WZFT £> fo? cfc/T? £ 

£f£f £t im»Y £ WkO&W & fen? (7377 77 gyy pjun^HK £: 


(i) ^mFT foy m£ wm wm mr £ ? ■' 

fc) ^ m qftcjyzr # ftm snm op&k, 50 £-1 £ fa? m&pt 

^yw £ s£y wzm so £-1 u<m &mr £ ? 

4H) 3f£v& wty fcMrf£zff £ $sft ££ pm-fsm w £m £ cff cm m *fr 

W w£ £ mn # v£ <§& £ifafar & Ycfa m sm fifam? 

30. £> 6fT% P l HlciRsId ai felfrM P if crf% f^j| TRfT 

t:- " - ■' ' TW; ' ' * f ‘-- - - ' ■%:• 
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ajrarl 

^luil 3T^«l«t> ^ 3TTETR tR qRqid (q^ffTT if) tR 

far 100 3-i ^ ftnj *rr>r 3>farr t ; s - - 

m 

”> .'A--*--- 

HIHdl-I 

STSTcTT ^ef 50 f-1 

w uR?rr t 

—■. ■ '• t : —■--- 1 

^FTdl-II 

3T^W ^cT 50 ^-1 
c^cTT t t5R% WMTRpfr 

100 3-i jrh. £> 

feR cfclR t 









[WIB- 

•#nS4}....i::-.;.'.-: 

%t <-NhW i 3rtnMrt ,, T ■- - ;r -’ • > 1 • ■ > 

Z1 

W' 

Up ftfs flfttft ft» yinn 
uP-ftp? 

1# ^ 

’18,52,000 ^0^ ;■>■; 

50 ; t ^-i - ^ : foPi 

■V.:' 'P 

iTy'j <p fn-’ jp ,**■>{£- 

(v3TO<W (^T) ^ \<K 

m 

f — -*y py 

(5) 

3I>W’H41'jH u<pfi ai'ti 

50 3“1 ;# f5 #PJ 

>90 mtr* 0'*> w*Wl 


JRcJcT vfl^ ^TTcfT 


.1'. ' ^ \ 


4Kru> apiur uru KMt 





14,500}: 

14,500}: 


• 


^*1=50 el cl 

(u) 

EjnR^.KlKiiMR:^! 

%; 50 W* 

.^•^.^Rwrr ft, ufft 


f%T? viTI^l cj|d! 4ld4? 

?Ku uftr =p)-p) 

3pftuu> 50 3-1 ^ ftp? 


aiaiUT UTU ftujuft 

6,17,000 ^0 

<t>eai eft 4>f 


. •••••••••- .-. ,v:.r 

19i I 

tpr: 12,45, MO - . . ^50 


■ 

-12,45) W mb 

_ v ^\r ,'i. iTr~ 'V '■ 

■yi<Ti4 uvprgprri 

•<. 1 V' , l - '■• ‘—*—sr;---—^ 

(p) 





#ft t ft 50 

w #rr 33 *r 64 %p*h 



^-i ^ fen? arrfe^T ^tt 


,^5Ft ;; 4P^ ft Uf Ulftr 


t afk uurar so 3-i, 


vjTFcTT t 3F^W # 


TT^RT «iwii 1?1 

m .wra 

f#^;,:^0: 5-1 ■ ?W 


..* •.-... 

srsrfq 12,45,000 fto; 

: #F#pwr:-t)..-.;r' 


..’.....-. 

3^TF, ifey: ^8$ ^K, 

' •■. ." ..' ■■ 


... ..;... ■. 

ufe * 4m- affcSQ: 




3-1 *3 ftp? sifter 

P nv ^ruiv ' *.;• ; 



^eFF t, $ ; 



. ..... .. „ ... 

12,46,000 ^0 

?*p‘> if?‘’y!’■/ # i* •> 

■f:.-;y■• ;;:T. r ;;tt, *' ; h ■■ 


... l% .......„...—. - 

**.;#*. m,***" 


r - 

_ _ ><0 .. . 

-dm ‘ If w? 
fttf^PTM : 

- -res •.•)•» ?~yp 

<T^ ; - T^1p7! j t | 

■>rfH wyniTtr j -£' | 


STePT—STcPT WTO 4' UHT ^ lift ft g;g 

£feppN<ft 


;Tfp 


up w&n 

o 


yp [J J rV H-v* 

V'M 


ggjn ■*rf*T Kpj mj up 3-i ^ ftp? oTPj. wn’i up utpt Pi^hi i uK 


ar^fPto hum KPr ^ mm m ut $fftu? sePm u* mm ’RW ’W'R 
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3TTenftd 3TcFT-3?oPT ^ Wl ^ 

tffd'WMvjH 3T^W ^ ?^T jre>R ^ 

3ld'«Hi'lvM 3F#T4> tfg *TTF StoFT-aTePT 

^T«IcR eTPT ^FTTI 


3 ^PTsf ffaT t, era iff 
^ 3>T c^T Mfti eWTft, 

^FPT *TFT 35 ^eTT t, efr 


enfora>T i 

^ ftwi< ^ ftn? arrabra> ara^ra 


3R ^T. 


3>T ?m 

hIc? cTPf^iel 


































24 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. ,4] 


TELECOM REGULATORY AUTHORITY OF INDIA 
NOTIFICATION 


, New Delhi, the 2nd February, 2007 

The Telecommunication Interconnection (Port Charges) 


Amendment Regulations, 2007 
(No. 1 of 2007) 


F. No. 409-10/2006-FN.— in exercise of the powers conferred 
upon it under section 36, read with sub-clauses (ii), (iii) and (iv) of clause 
■(b) of sub-section (1) of section 11 of the Telecom Regulatory Authority of 
India Act, 1997 (24 of 1997), the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India 
hereby makes the following regulations to amend the Telecommunication 
Interconnection (Port Charges) Regulation, 2001 (6 of 2001), namely :- 


1. (1) These regulations shall be called as the Telecommunication 
Interconnection (Port Charges) Amendment Regulations, 2007. 

(2) These regulations shall come into force on the 1 st day of April, 2007. 


2. In the Telecommunication Interconnection (Port Charges) Regulation 
2001 (6 of 2001) after regulation 2, the following regulation shall be inserted, 
namely:- 


“2A. Port charges on or after the 1* April, 2007. - (1) Every 
interconnection seeker shall, on or after the 1 st day of April, 2007, make his 
demand, for every Point of Interconnection for the total number of Ports 
required by him on or after the said date to the interconnection provider. 

(2) Every interconnection seeker shall make demand under sub¬ 
regulation (1) on the basis of traffic projection (in Erlangs) on half yearly 
basis. 


(3) Every interconnection provider shall charge, on or after the 1 st day of 
April, 2007, the Port charges in accordance with the Port charges specified in 
Schedule II to these regulations and raise the demand note or the invoice, as 
the case may be, for the Ports demanded on or after the said date by the 
interconnection seeker under sub-regulations (1) and (2). 








[MPTHI—•gr°rg43_*TOT 5>T WTO : 


(4) In case where interconnection provider does not allot and provide all the 

Ports on the date, or, within such period, as requested by die 
interconnection seeker and in accordance with the demand made by him 
under sub-regulations (1) and (2), the Port charges for the Ports allotted and 
provided shall be calculated on the basis of the total number of Ports so 
demanded (taking into account the Ports allotted and provided and also the 
remaining ports not allotted and provided by the interconnection provider as 
per his demand) and charges for the Ports so allotted and provided shall be 
calculated on the basis of the total Ports so demanded based on traffic 
projections (in Erlangs) and the charges for the Ports shall be calculated in 
accordance with the charges specified against the slabs in Schedule II to 
these regulations. ____^___ 

(5) in case where interconnection seeker does not take all the Ports in 
accordance with the demand made by him under sub-regulations (1) and (2), 
the Port charges for the Ports allotted and provided shall be calculated on 
the basis of the total number of Ports so actually taken by him, and, the 
Ports not taken by him as per his demand shall be ignored for determining 
the slab for calculating the Port Charges and the charges for the Ports shall 
be calculated on the basis of actual Ports taken by him and not on the basis 
of Ports demanded by him under sub- regulations (1) and (2), in accordance 
with the charges specified against the Port slabs in Schedule II to these 
regulations. 

(6) The Port charges for every Port demanded, allotted and provided before 
the 1 st day of April 2007 shall be charged before the said date in accordance 
with the Port charges specified in Schedule I to these regulations and the 
interconnection provider shall accordingly raise the demand note or the 
invoice, as the case may be, for such Ports demanded, allotted and provided. 

(7) The Port charges for every Port demanded, allotted and provided before 

the 1* day of April* 2007 shall be charged on or after the said date in 
accordance with the Port charges specified in Schedule II to these 
regulations and the interconnection provider shall raise the demand note or 
the invoice, as the case may be, for such Ports provided by him before the 
aforesaid date accordingly. __ ' __ 

(8) The slab for calculation of Port charges under sub-regulation (7) shall 

continue to be with reference to the slabs specified in the Schedule I to these 
regulations, which were taken into account for determining the Port charges 
before the 1* day of April, 2007. _ 

(9) Nothing contained in the Schedule II to these regulations shall apply in 

case the interconnection provider and the interconnection seeker mutually 
agree to charge and pay charges lower than those specified in the Schedule II 
to these regulations.* _ . __._ 

3 . After the Schedule I to the Telecommunication Interconnection (Port 
Charges) Regulation 2001, the following Schedule II shall be inserted, 
namely:-_______._ 


o7~ ^ 
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“SCHEDULE n 

{See regulation 2A.} 


PORT CHARGES 


ITEM 

PORT CHARGES 

(1) Date of 
implementation 

l 8t April, 2007 

(2) Coverage 

Charges for ‘Ports’ (other than the Port Charges for 
Internet, which are specified in Schedule VI of the 
Telecommunication Tariff Order 19991 

(3) ‘Port’ Charges 
covering all 
switches 

No. of ‘Ports’ 

HbiKiiiiliiiiiH 

1 to 16 PCMs 

N*39.000 

17 to 32 PCMs 

6,24,000 + (N-161*22.500 

33 to 64 PCMs 

9,84,000 + (N-321*14,500 

65 to 128 PCMs 

14,48,000 + (N-641*l 1.500 

129 to 256 PCMs 

21,84,000 + (N-1281*10.500 


Note. N refers to the number of ‘Ports’ within the capacity ranges under 
the column ‘No. of Ports’." 


RAKESH KACKER, Acting Secretary 
[ADVTIII/IV/142/2006/Exty. ] 


Note 1. The principal regulations were published vide F. No. 311-6/2001-TRAI (Econ.) 
dated 28th December, 2001 (6 of 2001). 

Note 2, The Explanatory Memorandum explains the objects and reasons of these 
regulations. 
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EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

Background: 

1. With the induction of the competition in telecom sector in the 
country, the interconnection among the operators has' become an 
essential requirement for the development of the sector. In the 
multi-operator multi service scenario, establishment of 
interconnection helps the consumers of one network to 
communicate to the consumers of other network. Port is an 
essential part for the establishment of the interconnection between 
two networks. 

2. On the 28 th May 1999, the Authority had notified the 
Telecommunication Interconnection (Charges and Revenue Sharing) 

Regulation 1999* which specified arrangement among service 
providers for interconnection charges and revenue sharing for all 
telecommunication services including Port charges. Schedule III of 
the Telecommunication Interconnection (Charges and Revenue 
Sharing) Regulation 1999 specifies average annual charges per Port. 

These Port charges were derived on the bads of cost based charges 
for a unit of 8 PCMs (Els), starting from 8 Els and going up to 256 
Els. - ’ 

3. The entrants in the telecom sector,, before commencement of the 
Telecommunication Interconnection (Port Charges) Regulation 
2001, had been representing to the Authority that there was 
reluctance on the part of the some operators to suppty Ports at the 
prices specified by the Authority in the past It was also 
represented by the BSNL that charges specified in the 
Telecommunication Interconnection (Charges and Revenue Sharing) 
Regulation 1999 had an anomaly in that these charges encouraged 
the interconnection seeker to place more than the actual demand 
for Ports. It thus transpired that the Port charges needed to be re- 
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evaluated and the existing anomaly to be corrected so that there 
should not be any economic disincentive for provision of more 
Ports. Therefore, Authority decided to undertake a review exercise 
relating to Port Charges. 

4. The Authority, after discussion with the industry notified a revised 
Regulation on Port charges the Telecommunication Interconnection 
(Port Charges) Regulation 2001 on 28 th December 2001 (hereafter 
referred to as the said regulation). The said regulation inter-alia 
specifies the Port charges payable by interconnection seeker to the 
interconnection provider. In the said regulation, the number of 
slabs for Port charges were increased to five from three. 

5. For specifying the Port Charges in the said regulation, the Authority 
had considered only incremental or additional cost directly 
attributable to the provision of Ports by the interconnection 
provider. The Directly Attributable Incremental Cost (DAIC) are not 
only taken for Port terminals but also for all other relevant elements 
such as CCS7 signalling equipment, processors, and switching 
matrix etc. All such associated costs have been computed as 
overhead in the various Port slabs. These common costs have been 
found to be a function, which varies over a range of Port sizes. 
Based on the cost data supplied by the operators for the Switching 
Systems in the Network, costs have been worked out for the various 
configurations. To these costs, overheads @ 10% representing 
freight, storage and installation costs had been added. For arriving 
at the Annual Recurring Expenditure (ARE), a rate of 22% had been 
applied to the capital cost so worked out. The ‘Port' charges, which 
were in the nature of annual rentals, had been equated to the ARE 
so computed. 

6. In considering the point made by network operators that due to 
provision of an Interconnection 'Port' and consequent traffic flow, 
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capacity enhancement would be required at other nodes as also in 
the interconnecting links for smooth flow of traffic across the 
network. A decision therefore, was taken that the cost of 
downstream augmentation of the network resources should be 
recovered from the usage charges of network elements involved in 
call carriage. The underlying principle is that all costs are to be 
recovered but that no cost elements should be counted twice. 

7. The “Telecommunication Interconnection (Port Charges) Regulation 

# 

2001 (6 of 2001)*, provides that the Authority may also at any time, 
on reference from any affected party, and for good and sufficient 
reasons, review and modify the Port charges. Besides, there has 
been long pending basic demand of interconnection seekers that 
Port charges need to be reviewed so as to align it with the current 
switch/exchange cost. 

8. The Authority has, therefore for the purpose of revisiting the Port 
Charges and review thereof, initially asked the service providers to 
furnish the cost details of the various elements used for expansion 
of Digital Trunk Automatic Exchange (DTAX) / Tandem to provide 
Ports for interconnectivity. Most of the service providers including 
the Bharat Sanchar Nigam limited (BSNL), being the incumbent 
operator with legacy network spread out in 2647 Short Distance 
Charging Areas (SDCAs), Level-II Trunk Automatic Exchanges 
(TAXs) at 322 locations and Level-I Trunk Automatic Exchanges 
(TAXs) at 21 locations and is also the main provider of the Ports, 
furnished the cost details of the various network elements. A 
consultation was done by TRAI with. BSNL, MTNL, COAI and AUSPI 
for review of the Port charges specified in these regulations and 
matter was also discussed in series of* meetings with them for the 


said purpose. 




For the purpose of Port Charges review as made by this notification, 
the service providers were asked to submit cost of the network 
elements and detailed traffic trend analysis to the Authority. On the 
basis of the substantial data provided by the interconnection 
seekers and interconnection providers, the Authority undertook the 
calculations for determining Port Charges and found some gaps and 
even inconsistencies in data in certain cases provided by 
interconnection seeker and interconnection provider. The Authority 
has made a reasonable check with due diligence while taking the 
network elements and costs thereof for expansion of exchange / 
switch. For calculating Port Charges, the Authority has adopted the 
similar approach as used in the said regulation in year 2001, with 
alignment of the costing methodology adopted by the Authority in 
recent regulations and tariff orders. 


List of network elements used for the calculation of the Port charges 
is given in Table-1 in this Explanatory Memorandum. The network 
elements listed in Table-1 are normally required to expand the OCB 
exchanges, which are mostly used for providing the interconnection 
to other service provider by the incumbent operators. Separate cost 
is calculated for expansion of the exchanges by 16 Els, 32 Els, 64 
Els, 128 Els and 256 Els and accordingly different slabs are 
specified in these regulations. 

In the present review for calculation of the Port charges, the 
reasonable returns (Pre-tax Weighted Average Cost of Capital ) 
@ 14% per annum on the capital employed (net block only) 
been considered after providing depreciation @10% per annum 
based on Straight line Method of depreciation. Additionally, 
overhead @ 10% on CAPEX recovery has been added. The Authority 
has not adopted Annual Recurring Expenditure (ARE) method for 
present review of Port Charges. 




12. The Authority released the draft of the proposed amending 
regulations on Port charges along with detailed Explanatory 
Memorandum after due diligence on inputs from stakeholders and 
particularly major interconnect provider such as BSNL. The draft of- 
the proposed amending regulations was released on the 12* 
Januaiy 2007, for seeking the comments of stakeholders. The last 
date for receiving the comments of the stakeholders was the 

22 nd January 2007. 

^wwtin.rtftn of the main comment. / Issues rafaed by the 
stakeholder.: 

13. home of the stakeholders requested for extension of time for 
submission of comments. The Authority considered the requests of 
-r+.r'.inn and found that issue involved is relating to review of Port 
charges only, for which meetings were also held earlier by TRAI with 
the stakeholders namely BSNL, MTNL and other service providers 
represented through COAI arid AUSPI. In addition, the calculations 
for Port Charges in the present review are based on the costs details 
furnished by both interconnect providers and interconnect seekers. 
The draft amendment regulations on Port charges were released 
with detailed Explanatory Memorandum for seeking the comments 
of the stakeholders with clear indication of the 22"<* Januaiy 2007 
as the last date of submission of comments. Therefore, the 
Authority decided not to extend the time limit for submission of 
comments and also intimated accordingly. However the comments 
received from the BPL Mobile Communications limited, the Bhard 
Airtel Ltd, the TATA Teleservices Ltd, the MTNL, the BSNL and a 
joint response from the COAI and the AUSPI have been fully 

considered and addressed. 

14 . The Authority has taken the various comments and inputs into 
consideration and analysed the matter in detail. For sake of clanty 
the comments/issues raised by stakeholders are shown below in 
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italic fonts and the analysis/consideration of the Authority is made 
thereafter. 

Issue 1; Date of Applicability of Regulations: 

Revised Port charges Regulations should be made effective from the date of 
its notification. 

15. The demand of the interconnection seekers / stakeholders 
regarding the date of application of the new Port Charges has been 
examined and the Port charges as specified in the Schedule II to the 
Telecommunication (Port Charges) Amendment Regulation, 2007 have 
been made applicable with reference to the financial year beginning on 
and after the 1st April 2007 for following reasons namely: 

(a) It is easier for reconciliation and implementation that payments, 
which are on an annual basis, should coincide with the financial 
year. 

(b) Moreover interconnection seeker is required to properly assess their 
traffic before placing the demand on the basis of traffic projection 
on six monthly basis. Thus there is a need to give sufficient time to 
interconnection seeker for assessing their demand. 

(c) Since Port charges are specified on per annum basis and the 
revised port charges are applicable to existing working ports. 

Therefore, the Authority is of the view that the date of applicability 
should be the l at April 2007 instead from the date of its notification. 

Issue 2: The new Regulations should replace or amend the 
existing 2001 Regulation: 

It will be more appropriate that the proposed Regulation should replace the 
existing 2001 Regulation instead of amending the existing 2001 Regulation. 

This will have implication for extending connectivity and for the operators 
who have already got POL 1 

16. There was a long pending basic demand of the interconnection 
seekers that costs of the network elements have been reduced over the 
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period and also costing methodology for calculation of the Port charges 
needs to be aligned with the costing methodology used toy the Authority in 
various other regulations / orders. The Authority has taken note of these 
demands and found that the basic demand can be met by amending the 
Telecommunication Interconnection (Port Charges) Regulation, 2001 (6 of 
2001 ). 


Issue 3: Port Charges Calculations; 

(a) The Authority has permitted reduxdton in domestic leased tine and 
tong distance tariff to a great extent in 2005. The costjf equipment 
has gone down further thereafter. Therefore, there is on ample 
justification for 80% reduction in the Port charges . 

(b) BSNL will be able to get the benefit of economy of scute for the 
purchase of dye equipment and these benefits should be reflected in 


the reduced Port charges. 

fc) Only the portion of the cost element be considered, whkh is 
associated with additional Port provisioning by BSHL / HTML. How 
much proportion of central equipment costs has been apportioned for 
various slabs of Els should be tabulated along with the capacity. 

(d) There have been reductions in the domestic teased tine tarfffs by the 

Authority an d in IUCfor carriage charges. 

(e) First p. ire slab should not exceed Rs.31200/- and corresponding 

adjustment is required for other slabs. 

(f) In the interest of the transparency, it is proposed that detailed 
calculations made by TRAI in arriving at Port charges in Schedule n 
may be put on Os website to enaUe operators to examine and 
respond back. 


17. The Authority has made ail the calculations on the basis of the 
substantial data provided by the interconnection seekers and 
interconnection providers. The Authority has also found some gaps and 
even inconsistencies in data in certain cases provided by interconnection 
« ,.,w / provider. The Authority has made reasonable checks with due 
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diligence while taking the network elements and costs furnished by some 
of the stakeholders thereof for expansion of exchange / switch. The 
Table-1 m this Explanatory Memorandum provides details of network 
elements considered for determining the Port charges. It was also noted 
that while furnishing the costs details of network elements, some of the 
stakeholders marked it ‘Confidential'. Therefore the cost has not been 
indicated against the network elements listed in Table-1. 

18. In the present review, the Authority has taken cost of the network 
elements provided by the service providers (interconnection seekers and 
interconnection providers) and also aligned the costing methodology with 
current practices adopted by the Authority in various regulations / tariff 
orders and specifies the Port charges by amending the Telecommunication 
Interconnection (Port Charges) Regulation, 2001 (6 of 2001). 

19. In the present review, the Authority considered only incremental or 
additional cost directly attributable to the provision of Ports by the 
interconnection provider. The Directly Attributable Incremental Cost 
(DAIC) are not only taken for Port terminals but also for all other relevant 
elements such as CCS7 signalling equipment, processors, switching 
matrix etc. All such associated costs have been computed as overhead in 
the various Port slabs. These common costs have been found to be a 
function, which varies over a range of Port sizes. 


20. The five slabs for Port charges have been specified, based on the 

cost of common control and switching matrix which are observed to vary 
in five steps. 


Issue 4: Pricing Methodology, Depreciation, Rate of Return on 
Incremental CAPEX: 

( a ) The returns allowed are much higher than 14% in the proposed draft: 
Regulations. In 10 years the service provider would get returns @ 

16%. 


(b) Equating annual Port rental to 22% ARB may not justified 
specially in new nodes / tandems where switches may be required 
before completing 10 years life (as 10% depreciation with Straight 
bine Method has been assumed by the Regulator for calculation of 
ARE). In fact, for new nodes, the depredation should be20% inview 
of plans to migrate to IP switches and chances of non-support of 
conventional switches by vendors in near future. 

(c) The Authority has taken the incremental CAPEX as taken in previous 
Regulations. This may not always be the case as some times, new 
tandems will be required for providing Els from nodes / tandems 

that are fully grown (45K). 

21. For calculation of the Port charges, the reasonable returns (Pre Tax 
Weighted Average Cost of Capital) @ 14% per annum on the capital 
employed (net block only) has been considered after providing 
depreciation @10% per annum based on Straight line Method of 
depreciation. The Authority has not used Annual Recurring Expenditure 
(ARE) method in the present review of Port Charges. Therefore, in view of 
the methodology used by the Authority for calculations df the Port 
charges, the: view of the stakeholders that interconnection provider would 
get returns @ 16% is not correct. 

22. The Port charges payable by the interconnection seeker have been 
classified on the basis of number of Ports falling in a particular slab. The 
first such slab begins from 1 to 16 PCMs and the last such stab ends at 
128 to 256 PCMs. Further, if higher capacity new switches are to be 
installed by interconnection provider then it is expected that about 50% of 
the ports of the total capacity will be used by interconnect provider for its 
own network connectivity for intra-network links and remaining be 
used for provisioning of ports to interconnect seekers for inter-network 
links. The economies of scale will also bring down the CAPEX of higher 
capacity switches. Therefore, the Authority is of the view that incremental 
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CAPEX for port charges calculations for various slabs is reasonable as 
specified in the Schedule II to these regulations. 


Issue 5: Applicability of Port Charges for Cellular Services of BSNL: 

Port utilization for CeUOne POIis 100% and, therefore, the Port charges for 

CettOne POIs, irrespective of the demand, should be charged at average 
rate of256 Els. 

23. The Authority is of the view that applicability of port charges on 
uniform basis would make implementation smooth and reconciliation of 
port charges easier. As far as charging at average rate of 256 Els is 
concerned, interconnection seeker can always take the advantage by 
placing demand on the basis of their traffic projection as the slab of 129 

to 256 PCMs is available for Port charges in schedule II of these 
regulations. 

Issue 6: Recovery of CAPEX for existing Port, and sunset clause: 

(a) Cost ofPQl working for more than three years has been recovered by 
the interconnection providers and, therefore, there is no rational for 
continuation of payments for the same. 

(b) Cost of 7 rears old Ports have already been recovered as per THAI* 
own calculations and as such no further payments should be 
applicable for at least such Ports and, therefore, sunset clause should 
apply to these Ports immediately. 

(c) There should be sunset douse for payment of Port charges. 


24. The Authority has also considered the view of the stakeholders 
regarding recovery of the cost for the existing ports and is of the view that 
interconnection provider generally is required to replace the existing 
equipment necessary for continuance of interconnection from time to time 
and, therefore, proposition made by the service providers, that cost of the 
existing ports is completely recovered within 7 years and no further 
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payment should be applicable with sunset clause for Port charges, is not 
sustainable in present scenario. 

Issue 7: Clubbing of existing Ports; 

All Els working as on 1 st April 2007 should be clubbed together to calculate 
the slab rates for charges payable after 1 st day of April 2007 as per the 
Schedule n. 

25. The earlier slabs mentioned in the Schedule I to the 
Telecommunication Interconnection (Port Charges) Regulation, 2001 were 
fixed keeping in view of the Tact that the interconnection provider may 
have to expand / upgrade their exchanges sequentially and from time to 
time. To meet such expansion and up-gradation requirements, the 
interconnection provider might have made the investment for upgrading 
their exchange as per the demand raised by interconnection seeker from 
time to time. Therefore, Authority is of the view that clubbing of the 
charges for all such existing ports at this stage would be unreasonable on 

financial grounds to interconnect provider. 


Issue 8: Review of Port charges: 

Regular review of Port charges, at least once a year, to account for any 
reduction in the cost of equipment ~ 

26. As far as regular review of Port charges, at least once in a year is 
concerned, it may here mentioned that, various issues including Port 
charges relating to telecom sector are revisited by the Authority and there 
is already a provision in the Telecommunication Interconnection (Port 
Charges) Regulation 2001 that from time to time Authority may review 
and modify Port charges. 
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, chargef J InClusion of cost of P orts determining termination 

Cost of the Ports (including all associated equipments) should be included in 
the termination charges rather than prescribing separate Port charges. 

27. Inclusion of the Port charges in the termination charge will lead to 
differential termination charge for the calls which are terminating in the 
interconnection provider's network and hence it may lead to complex tariff 
structure both for service providers and consumers. For calculating the 
port charges, only incremental cost has been taken into account. The 
Authority’s observation in this regard in Interconnection Usage Charge 
(IUC) Regulation dated 29* October 2003 is reproduced below: 

* 63 . Authority also recalled that during the 

calculation of Port Charges, only the incremental CAPEX for 
provision of the port was considered although for providing ports, 
there is a need for not only augmenting the switch capacities but 
also other downstream parts of the network to handle the additional 
traffic entering the network through these ports. The costs required 
for augmentation of other downstream network elements to handle 
the additional traffic, were left to be recovered through the IUC." 

Issue 10: Average Port Charges: 

Average charges per El should be indicated for different slabs. 

28. If average charges per El as suggested are to be specified then port 
charges for 17 Els will be less than the port charges for 16 Els which will 
create similar anomaly as was in “The Telecommunication 
Interconnection (Charges and Revenue Sharing) Regulation 1999*. The 
Authority recalled that during the above regime the new entrants 
represented to the Authority that there was reluctance on the part of the 
incumbent to supply Ports at the prices specified by the Authority in the 
past. It was also represented by the BSNL that.prevailing charges had an 
anomaly in that these charges encouraged the interconnection seeker to 



place more than the actual demand or actual requirements for Ports, 
because annual Port charges for 8 Ports were of the same order as that for 
33 Ports. It thus necessitated that the Port charges needed to be re¬ 
evaluated and the existing anomaly to be corrected so that there should 
not be any economic disincentive for provision of more ports. Therefore, 
the Authority reviewed the port charges in 2001 and made the 
Telecommunication Interconnection (Port Charges) Regulation, 2001 (6 of 
2001). Therefore, the Authority is of the view that incremental slab system 
of Port Charges is reasonable. 

Issue 11: Sharing of Port Charges In view of traffic patterns and other 
issues: 

(a) POIs are used for both, incoming and outgoing traffic and, for that 
reason %vhy charges for Port not recovered on the basis of usage by 
respective parties. 

(b) Ports are used by both interconnection parties and interconnection is 
a mandatory licensing requirement; then why Port should not be 
provided on non-charging principle? 

(c) AU Els in each exchange of BSNL / A fTNL be combined for all 
services within a seekers Ucense for determining chargeable slab . 

(d) Even after more than 10 years of interconnection the private 
operators are still being treated as interconnection seeker by the 
incumbent BSNL / MTNL. 

(e) While private operators can assess and forecast the likely increase in 
subscribers and traffic over a period of next one year, it will not be 
possible for them to forecast the requirement of interconnecting 
circuits / Ports for handling increased traffic from BSNL network to 
their network Therefore, each interconnecting party should place 
demand on the second party for the Ports required to handle its 
increased outgoing traffic over the next one year period. 

(ft The demand on the basis of traffic projection on annual basis is 
contradictory to the current scenario where demand is considered 
firm only after the seeker makes the paythent. Seeker may take 



advantage of this clause by giving higher traffic projections and 
thereby projecting demand for higher number of Ports and in turn, 
taking advantage of lower Port charges though in the course of the 
year he may give firm demand for less number of Ports. This may be 

against the interest of interconnection provider and may also lead to 
huge inventory. 

(9) If the Port surrendered under one category (license / service) is 
offered to be utilized by the same company under another service / 
license then no surrender charges should apply. 

(h) There should not be any surrender charges after three years. 

29. The aforesaid amendment i.e. the Telecommunication (Port 
Charges) Amendment Regulations, 2007 only makes amendments to the 
principal regulations i.e. Telecommunication Interconnection (Port 
Charges) Regulation, 2001 (6 of 2001), to the extent that Port charges 
should be on the current cost of the network element and to align with 
the present costing methodology adopted by the Authority in various 
regulations/ tariff orders. There are many countries like United Kingdom, 
Australia, Germany, Sweden, Ireland, Pakistan, Bahrain, Oman and 
Malaysia etc. where the concept of separate Port charges in addition to 
Interconnect Usage Charges is prevalent. The Authority, therefore is of 
the view that system of the Port charges should continue at present. 

Issue 12 Clarification with respect to applicable Port charges for 
different scenario: 

Stakeholders have also requested to explain charges to be paid by the 
interconnection seeker to an interconnection provider for different scenario 
emerging out of demand of seeker and provisioning by provider at different 
point of times. They further requested for clarifications with respect to 
regulation 2A as inserted in the principal regulations by the 
Telecommunication (Port Charges) Amendment Regulations, 2007. An 
illustration with two cases clarifying the Port Charges is as follows:- 
Illustration: If a seeker applies for 100 Els and: 






Case I: Provider provides 50 Els only 

Case 2: Seeker takes SO Els only although provider is ready to provide 

all the 100 Bis 

In both the cases the queries raised for explanation are: 

(i) What is the charge to be paid? 

(U) How it is different from the scenario that Seeker applies for 50 Els 
and provider provides 50 El s? 

m what happens, if seeker gives a staggered demand spread over two 

quarters, will he still get slab benefit of total Els demanded on six 
monthly basis? 

30. The analysis regarding the above illustrations is explained in the 


following Table-A:- 


Table-A 

Interconnection See 
fin Brians] 

ker demanded for 100 Els on the basis or warac 
i) on half yearly basis — -v; -- 

Sr. 

No. 

Description 

Case-1 

Provider provides 50 Els only 

Case-11 

Seeker takes 50 Els only 
although provider is ready to 
provide all the 100 Els__ 

(a) 

Interconnection 
Provider is ready 

50 Els 

100 Els 

(b) 

Seeker takes 

50 Els 

50 Els 

(c) 

Applicable Slab 

No. of‘Ports’: 65 to 128 PClvJs 
(As per sub-regulatioh (4) of 
Regulation (2A)} 
Rs.{14,48,000+(N-64)*11,500} 
taking N= 100 

No. of ‘Ports’: 32 to 64 PCMs 
{As per sub-regulation (5) of 
Regulation (2A)} 
Rs.{9,84,000+(N-32)*14,500) 

taking N*L0 

(d) 

Liability of 

Seeker to pay 
total Po rt 

Rs. 18,62,000 for 100 Els 
(Using the formula given at 
(e) above) 

Rs. 12,45, 000 for 50 Els 
(Using the formula ptven at (c) 
above) 

(e) 

Invoice or 

Demand note to 
be raised by 
Interconnection 

PrnuirfpT' 

Rs. 12,45,000 for 50 Els 
{- 9,84,000+(N-.32)*14,500}: 

taking N=50 

Rs. 12,45,000 for 50 Els 
{- 9,84,000+(N-32)*14,500}: 
taking N-50 

(f) 

Invoice or 

demand note to 
be raised for 
remaining Ports 

Amount payable for 

remaining 50 Ports 
= (d) minus (e) 

Rs.6,17,000 

{=*Rs. 18,62,000 minus 

Rs. 12.45,0001 

At Later stage, if SeeKer asas 
for 50 Els then seeker has to 
pay Rs.12,45,000 again. 
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How it is 
different . from 
the scenario 
that seeker 
applies for 50 
Els and 

provider 
provides 50 Els 


Seeker has to pay the 
charges for 50 Els with 
taking into account the slab 
of No. of Ports 33 to 64 PCMs 
Rs. 12,45,000. 
Subsequently if seeker 
requests for further 50 Els 
then he has to pay Rs. 
12,45,000 and benefit of 
higher slab will not be 
available. 


No Difference 

(In this case it is presumed 
that seeker needs 50 Els 
only) 


goto regarding stagg ered demand. 

If seeker gives staggered demand for the total number of ports 
spread over two quarters (six months) at a time, on the basis of traffic 
projection on six monthly basis in one go, he will get the benefit of 
applicable higher slab for total Els so demanded. In case the 
interconnection provider is not able to meet the demand for the total 
number of ports in one occasion or as per the staggered demand made on 
six monthly basis, based on traffic projection, then also interconnection 
seeker will get the slab benefit for the ports so demanded. However benefit 
of higher slab sf tall not be applicable if interconnection seeker Hwnanrf, at 
different points of tjne within six months. 


Table-1 

NETWORK ELEMENTS REQUIRED FOR EXPANSION OF SWITCH / 

EXCHANGE 


S.No. 

Name of the Equipment 


1 

SMT Basic Equipment 

2 

SMT Processor 

3 

16 LR Interface 

4 

8 PCM Module-120 Ohms 


CCS 7 Signalling 

1 

SMA Basic Equipment 

2 

CCS 7 Coupler 

Processor 

1 

MAS Access Unit 

2 

Memory Board 

1 Q 

_ y* 

SMC Basic Equipment 

A 

Processor Unit “1 
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f Switching Matrix 

1 

Switching Matrix Interface 

2 

MAS Access Unit 

3 

MCX Matrix 1 branch 

4 

MCX Helping 1 branch 

5 

MCX Coupling 1 branch 

6 

MCX Matrix O/P 1 branch 

7 

DC/DC Convertor 


Mechanical 

1 

UE Rack___ 

2 

UC Rack_— 

3 

XA Rack___ 

4 

Rack cladding_— 


Cable, Connector 

1 

16 pair HF Cable (meters) 

2 

SMT 32 PCM Convertor 

3 

SLIM Rack for 8 Modules 

4 

DDF Module for 8 PCMs 

5 

Inter suite runway 

6 

Basis Cords -- 

7 

Cords Set- Rack ___ 

8 

CordSet_—- 

9 

Cordset MCX -—— 

10 

128 oair cable_—- 

11 

Power cables ___—- 


Software 

1 

basic platform software___ 

2 

ISUP-N Interface Software 


Batteries & Power Plant - 

1 

Power Plant --—- 

2 

Batteries - — —- 

3 

Powere-40 outputs distrib. Module- 

4 
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